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CROIV P?.Oi3LEhG AKD POLICIES ARE LOCAL 

Unbiased pronouncements of the Departnent of Agri- 

culture on tine crow problem have been interpreted in some qliarters by oy?onents 

of tLe crow as demanding that the bird be protected. Such an inter~retntion, 

however, is not warranted by anything that the department has published on the 

subject, say officials of the 3ureau of Biological Survey. Ch,ampions of special 

in+erests, they say, sometimes forget that an organization like the Department 

of Agric-ul ture must take into consideration all aspects of a given problem, and 

that it must advocate the policy that seems best for all concerned. In its aj?pli- 

cation to the crol situation, this is l,vell illustrated by recent recom-riendations 

of sporting magazines that general campaigns be undertaken against the crow be- 

ca-;Lse of its alleg&d destructiveness to the young and eggs of &me birds. 

Thst the cro3 does harm, that it is a spi:cies well able to take care of 

itself, and that its local control often is advisable are facts very generally 

r‘ecognized. Approval by the depart:;ient of local control measures, however, dOf3S 

not carry with it a;oproval of country-wide extermination cam-paizns or of inten- 

s ively organized local G-rives against this bird. Biologists assert that such 

forms of control as side hunts have been ‘known to do more harm than good, since 

they frequently result in the destruction of innocent birds of many other species. 

Thfie views of the Department of Agriculture on the food habits of the crow 

‘J7 “e arrived at after a study continuing; over many years and were based not Only 

upon field observations and testimony but also upon the laboratory examinations 

of more t;^=Ln 2,100 stomachs. T’ne following sw;::,ary of the ct titude of the de- 

pzrtment is made from a bulletin on the crow, mrlich presents the results of in- 

vesti-2tions 6, ” and not only states in an ur&iased nay both the harm md the good 

done by the crow but outlines a policy regarding this bird that the findings 

soem, to justify. 



,Ele bulletin states that t‘ne crow, wken feeding on injurious insects, 

crustaceans, rodents, and carrion, a-14 when d.isge;-sing seeds of benefFcia1 

~lsnf s ] is norking largely for the best interests of man; however, vken ?estroy- 

ing s-iiail reptiles, amphibians, wild bir?is, poultry, corn, and some other crops, 

lvhen molesting livestock and distributing tiieir diseases, and when s2reaCing 

seeds of noxious plants, the bird is one of the farmer’s enemies; and when de- 

stroying spiders and mollusks, its work a;3pears in the main to have a neutral 

effect. The misdeeds of which the crow has been convicted greatly outnumber its 

virtues, but these are not necessarily equal in importance. Much of its d,amage 

to crops and poultry can be prevented, :-ihile the bird’s services in the control 

of insect Fests can ill be syared. At the same time no policy can be recommend- 

ed- tkat v/ill allow the crow to become so numerous as to greatly accent-uate its 

shortcomiq-s ‘b - !ike crow has such great capacity for both good and harm t’hat ex- 

termination of the species would. have ultimate consequences no less serious Clan 

its overa5undance. 

Inasmuch as this investigation of the crow and its habits aimed at reach- 

ing general conclusions respecting the status of the bird, in order that the 

public attitude to:‘:a rd it might be b.-,sed on sound economic principles, biolo- 

gists of the i!ena.rtr?ent state that the laws at present in force in most States 

rclatins to the crow are dtoget‘ner s2tisfsctory. It is well, t&y say, tkst 

no protection be afforded the bird and that the :::ay be left opc!n for shooting 

it nhen 222tually doin< damage. Bounties are not recommended, noither are CZII- 

paigns of choiescle destruction nhcre comglete 

sought. . A reasonable reduction of its numbers 

ever, in t?reas where the crow is over?,bunoant, 

destructive practices is clcz. 

extermination is the oblect 

is considered just if iable, how- 

and where the evidence of it,s 

The aiol.ogic21 Silrvey urges that the attitude of the i.nCiviiil;al fanner 

to::r?.rd the crol7 be one of toleration y:hen no serious losses are suffered, rather 

t&n one of s~h uncompromising .antagonism that it results in the unyrarranted 

destruction of birds that at t iinos are most valn?>ble aids to man. 
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